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As discussed in an earlier section of this report, 
the Warren Commission did not gain access to the CIA's 


production from it¢ 






in Mexico City until an advance#/stage in its investiga- 


er ere ae | 


tion. The record reflects that Mssrs. Willens, Slawson, : 
FS Corn Cp AS ale ds UE «pect cunt 
and Coleman did not review the production“until they 


visited Mexico City on April 9, 1964. At that time, they | 


reviewed a number qd | 3)from the Soviet ard Mibhan 
Embassies. wrest ncjJuded one call to the 


- Soviet Embassy on Septemher 27g belaeved to have been 
made by Oswaldy two calls mac- hy Silvia Duran from the 
Cuban Consulate to the Sovi : Consulate, and one call from 
the Soviet Embassy to the Cuban E.bassyqa made by an uni- 
dentified caller (Cite Salwson ...L... & GE Apiaxs. 24; L004.) 
| sone | On September 28 th eration record@da 
sage by Silvia Duran at the Cuban Consulate to the Soviet 


Consulate. (Cite.) 


a On October 1 Operation recorded two 





calls made by a person later identified as Lee Harvey 
Oswald to the Soviet Embassy. (Cite.) 


The Commission representatives were also supplied 


oe 


g 
t 
é 


‘ 
with mC f “Be two conversations that 
r 


a transpired between the Cuban President Dortic@Sand the 


Cuban Ambassador to Mexico, Armas. These conversations 


ad 


concerned Silvia Duran's arrest, whether Oswald had been 
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offered money while at the Cuban Embassy pane the general 
state of affairs at the Cuban Embassy in Mexico City 
following the assassination. (Slawson memo of April 22, 


1964, pp. 45-46). 





1 Ke Comm tees 
$ review of CIA files .nitecsss 
PF; mA OM ander arti 
: borat@dGn of Slawson's i the > 
, | 
! rovided to and_reviewed by the Commission. 3% On 
f rkiteSlawson's pecerd iS 
CIA document, blind memorandum #f entitled "Material 


from P-8593 shown to Warren Commission" (Station Oswald 

File) and is dated April 10, 1964. (FOTIA 653-828). This 

document records that the Warren Commission was shown calls 

made by Oswald to the Soviet Embassy. These included three eth 
Cont SaAk 1: Snr S 

corape eme. September 27 listed above, one call of 


September 28, two calls of October 1, and one call of 


74 
October «= Aen” 













While thiS~does not correspond to the listing of 


aiis set a & Slawson, it does independently establish 


Cére 


tLnatf{iw Cars November 22, 1963 were shown to 


the Warren Commission. 






In addition, this document corroborates the showing 


of the two Dorticas~ coos conversation§of November 26, 
1964 £0 


ood em 


re 





Ommittee > has queried former Commission and CIA 
representatives in an effort to determine if a transcript 


of the Calderon conversation was ever shin to the Warren 
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a Commission. The response @n both accounts has uniformly 


been that the Calderon conversation was never made avail- 
able to the Commission nor was its existence ever made 
known to the Commission. (Rankin. dep; Slawson interview, 
Willens response to letter, but see Rocca deposition 
wherein he states that he is sure. the Commission knew of 
it, Helms hearing.) In saaieion: the eatesron 201 file 
bears no reference to the conversation nor does it indi- 
cate chat it was ever made known or, provided to the War- 
ren Commission for its analysis. 

gee, “Phe available evidence Supports the conclu- 
Sion that the Warren Commission was never given the informa- 
tion or the opportunity by which it could evaluate Luisa 
Calderon's significance to the events surrounding Presi- 
dent Kennedy's assassination. Had the Commission been 
expeditiously provided this evidence of her intelligence 
background, association with Silvia Duran, and her com- 
mentary following Eng Geeseee ae LOny it may well have 

potenti uf 


given more serious Papee aoative consideration to her @ez 
an o< ticle Cork ee Cua an Pi; cima 






ee en in a conspiracy to assassinate President 
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Kennedy. 
(Quote Rankin on eh would have been done.) 
Two difficult issues remain which are raised by 


the Committee's finding. First, why didn't the Agency 
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provide the Calderon conversation to the Warren Commis- 
sion; secondly, why didn't the Agency veyed to the War- 
eas eomniesien ce full knowledge of Calderon's intel- 
ligence background, her possible knowledge of Oswald and 
her possible Sounee ion to the CIA or some other American 
intelligence apparatus. 
The first question can be explained in benign terms. 
It is reasonably possible that by sheer oversight the 
conversation was filed away and not recovered or recol-— 
lected until after ae Warren Commission had completed 
its investigation and published its report. However, this 
conversation could have also beerYwithjeld 
~ nnraolole es ee REET 


: ' e 
The Committee. Wieeemedt=meens=pecdieteeere ree eee eer] — 


plan aK aN See ray ang 's per cars 


IOS Suiiath gs -. The Committee can state, however, that 


CalAaeren ecccr 
whatever the truth may be, the conversation did #em 













pase and the. transdiprt was not provided the Warren Com- 
mission. | ; 

As for t , bene Fe" withholding 
of information concerning Calderon's intelligence back- 
ground, the record reflects that the Commission was merely 
informed that Calderon may have been a member of the DGI. 


(Cite 5 May memo.) The memoranda which providedmore ex- 






tensive examination of her intelligence background were 
not made available for the Commission's review. Signifi- 

| | | we kK. duserqor A 
cantly, the May 8 memorandum written by ee 
following his debriefing éf AMMUG-1 indicategthat AMMUG-1 


Docld:32271350 Page 5 


C.,|[doron 


and a second Cuban Intelligence officer believed Mé£. to 





be a CIA operative. It is possible that this information 
was not provided the Warren Commission either because 
there was no basis in fact for the allegation or because 
the allegation was in fact true. If the allegation 
were true, the consequences for the CIA would have been 
serious, or It saul demonstratedthat a CIA operative, 
well placed in the Cuban Embassy, may have possessed in- 
.formation prior to the assassination regarding Oswald 
| | | | conc See, 
and/or his relationship to Cuban Intelligence, and that 
é 
Services possible involvement in a conspiracy to assassinate 
President Kennedy. 
ale | 
an 
Regarding possible association with the CIA, 


| | tle. manera tam fap y 
y evs ered . 


eee GN\26 "reveal@ no ostensible connection between Calderon and 





the CIA. However, there are indications that such contact 
between Calderon and the Agency was contemplated. A 
September 1, 1963 CIA dispatch from the Chief of the Spe- 
cial Affairs Staff to the CIA's Chief of Station in Mexico 
City states in part: 


--.-LUuisa Calderon has a sister residing in 
Reynosa, Texas, married to an American of 
Mexican descent. If (CIA asset) can further 
| identify the sister, our domestic exploita- 
Te tion section might be in a position to follow 
up on this lead...Please levy the requirement 
on (CIA asset) at the next opportunity. - 
( Joss, Sept. 1, 1963) 


HW 530860 Docld: 32271350 Page 6 





HW 53060 


An earlier CIA dispatch from the CIA Chief of 
Station in Mexico City to the Chief of the CIA's Western 
Hemisphere Division records that: 

Wilfredo of the Cuban Consulate, Tampico, 

reported that Luisa Calderon has a sister 

residing in Reynosa, Texas...Luisa may go 

up to the border to visit her sister soon-- 

or her mother may make the trip--details 

not clear.{ “p 1849, July 31, 1965) 

At the very least, the above dispatcheG evidenceA 
an interest in Calderon's activities and those of her 
family. Whether this interest took the form of a clan- 
destine-agent relationship is not revealed by Calderon's 
201 file. 


The Committee has queried the author of the above- 


cited dispatch requesting that Calderon's sister be con- 





tacted by the CIA's “domestic exploitation section." 
David Ronis, the-dtspetcitseuthor, was a member 

of the CIA's Special Affairs staff at the time he wrote 

the dispatch. He worked principally at CIA headquarters 

and was #40 responsible for recruitment and handling 

of agents for aid nied abaiheeidi Gale, Mr. Ronis, 

when interviewed by this Committee, stated that part of 

his responsibility was to scour the Western Hemisphere 

division for operational leads related to the work of 

the Special Affairs staff. Ronis recalled that he normally 


would send requests to CIA field stations for information 


or leads on various persons. — ime he would receive no 


DoclId: 32271350 Page fF 


oa Se 
” . : a pv \v) tts 
a * caartyy® 
ASD Oe ie 
wipe ® ~ S <\ 
ee 
ee response to these requests. It was Ronis' recollection 


that the above-cited domestic exploitation section was 

a task force within the Special Affairs Staff. He also 
stated that in 1963 the CIA's Domestic Contacts Division 
might have been requested to locate Luisa Calderon's sis- 
ter. Bonus told the Commiftee that he had no recollection 
of recruiting any person associated with the Cuban Intel- 
ligence Service. He did recall that he had recruited 


women to perform tasks for the Agency. However, he did 


“not recall ever recruiting any employees of the Cuban 


Embassy/Consulate in Mexico City. Finally, Mr. Ronis 
stated that he had no recollection that Luisa Calderon 


was associated with the CIA. (HSCA Staff Interview August 


31, 1973) 


Various present and former CIA representatives 
were queried whether Luisa Calderon had ever been asso- 


Ciated with the CIA. The uniform. answer was that no one 


recalled such an association. (Cites: Helms,. Hearing, August 


, pu n_r7© Sch 
9,.1978,..p. 136;.Rocca, Dep. p.148, July 17, 1978; @jji—men®, 


Interview of August, Piccolo, Interview of _) 
| , om Calderon 
Thus, the Agency’ file and the testimony of former 


haute. | petwttn an 
CIA employees Teveal@ho connection #8 Calderon <6 the 
CIA. Yet, as indicated earlier, this, file is, incomplete 


hey cryptic remarks following the assassination of President 


Kennedy. 
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